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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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DETAILED ACTION 


This action is in response to the amendment filed on July 23 rd , 2004. 


Claim Rejections - 35 JJSC § 102 


2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 


(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 


3. Claims 1, 9, 17, 27, 28, 30, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Fowlow (U.S. Patent Number 6,260,078). 

In regard to Claim 1, Fowlow teaches the following: (a) a token comprising a non- 
volatile memory (Column 16, lines 35-38 and Column 15, lines 37-48). The computer apparatus 
for use in aquiring applet code is interpreted to be the token in this case. The token storing at 
least one unique software attribute, each attribute being provided to call up at least one software 
("class name" as specified in Column 13, lines 20-21) comprising one of the application 
identified by the attribute and software components to form said application. In this case, the 
classes downloaded from the class server comprise software components to form an applet 
application. The token further containing a volatile memory (Column 15, lines 36-37), and a 
processor (Column 15, lines 33-34); (b) an apparatus for establishing communications between 
the token and data-processing device (Column 16, lines 43-47); and (c) a data-processing device 
comprising applications or software components (Column 16, lines 48-51), a register for 
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registering software (Columns 11, lines 47-51), and a communications agent (Column 16, lines 
43-47). 

In regard to Claim 9, Fowlow teaches registering software names on a naming service for 
client lookup purposes. A table or a database is a well-known method of storing data for future 
retrieval; the use of a database would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art since a 
table or database allows for organized data, and fast retrieval. 

In regard to Claim 17, Fowlow teaches the following: (a) establishing a communications 
between the token and data-processing device (Figure 4, item 406); (b) reading the unique 
application identifying data stored in the token to enable an agent to build and start a given 
application, each attribute being provided to call up at least one software comprising one of an 
application identified by the attribute and software components to form said application (Column 
13 lines 20-21), The class name attribute is unique for each class loaded, and in this case, the 
classes downloaded from the class server comprise software components to form an applet 
application; (c) determining whether the software is available at the data-processing device using 
the identifying data to form the application identified by the attribute (Figure 5, items 502, 506, 
and 508); and (d) loading the software when found on the processing device (Figure 5, items 
504, 512, and 514). 

For specific rejections of Claims 27, 28, and 30 under Follow, see the office action 
mailed on July 16 th , 2003. 

Claim 31 is a device claim that corresponds with method Claim 17 and is rejected for the 
same reasons as Claim 17, where Fowlow teaches a device for carrying out said method of Claim 
17 (Figure 2). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 


4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2-8, 18, 21-23, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fowlow (U.S. Patent Number 6,260,078) in view of Powers (U.S. Patent Number 
5,521,362). 

For specific rejections of Claims 2, 4-8, 18, 21-23, and 29 see the office action mailed on 
July 16 th , 2003. 

In regard to Claim 3, Fowlow teaches the apparatus of Claim 1 , but does not teach that 
the token is a portable data-processing device. Powers, however, does teach a chip card, which is 
a portable data-processing device (Figure 1). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to build the apparatus of Claim 1, as taught by 
Fowlow, where the token is a portable data-processing device, as taught by Powers, since this 
allows a smaller, more portable version of the token taught in Claim 1 . 

6. Claims 10-13, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fowlow (U.S. Patent Number 6,260,078) in view of Wallace et al. (U.S. Patent Number 
6,262,791). 

For specific rejections of Claims 10-13 and 15, see the office action mailed on July 16 th , 


2003. 
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7. Claims 14 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fowlow (U.S. Patent Number 6,260,078) in view of Powers (U.S. Patent Number 5,521,362) and 
further in view of Wallace et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,262,791) and Perlman et al. (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,023,585). 

For specific rejections of Claims 14 and 26, see the office action mailed on July 16 th , 

2003. 

Claims 24 and 25 are method claims that correspond to limintations that have already 
been addressed in the rejection of method Claim 14, and Claims 24 and 25 are rejected for the 
same reasons as Claim 14, where Fowlow teaches a method of said apparatus of Claim 14 
(Figure 4). 

8. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fowlow (U.S. 
Patent Number 6,260,078) in view of Powers (U.S. Patent Number 5,521,362) and further in 
view of DiGiorgio (U.S. Patent Number 6,385,729). 

For specific rejections of Claim 16 see the office action mailed on July 16 th , 2003. 

9. Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fowlow 
(U.S. Patent Number 6,260,078) in view of Wallace et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,262,791) and 
further in view of DiGiorgio (U.S. Patent Number 6,385,729). 

For logic behind the rejection of Claims 19 and 20 under DiGiorgio, see the office action 
mailed on July 16 th , 2003. 
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Response to Arguments 


10. Applicants arguments filed January 23 rd , 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that Fowlow does not teach or suggest that a client has a token 
comprising a unique identifying attribute, which the client uses for communicating with a data 
processing device for obtaining applications. The client may know the class name, but does not 
have any unique information to use in obtaining access to an application (Page 20, lines 8-15). 
The class name, however, is the unique identifying attribute, in that it is used by Fowlow to 
identify a specific class on a class server, and download the class, where the class is an applet 
application (Figure 5, item 506, 508, and 512). 

The applicant further argues that in the present invention, the user has a token comprising 
the unique identifying attribute, preferably on a chip card, where Fowlow assumes that the client 
has the class name and does not require any access verification or authentication, let alone a 
unique token which can communicate with other entities (Page 21, lines 3-11). However, first of 
all, the claimed language does not refer to any access verification or authentication, but merely a 
token that communicates with a data-processing device. Furthermore, the token is interpreted to 
be the client computer taught by Fowlow, where the data processing device that the client 
communicates with is the class server shown in Figure 2. Since no language exists in the claim 
that suggests what exactly the token is, the term 'token' in this case is given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation in the art. The applicant even states in the arguments that the token is 
"preferably on a chip card" (Page 21, line 4) indicating that the token can take one of a number 
of different formats. 
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The applicant further argues that Fowlow teaches that an object will give the client the 
name of a class needed for the application with no restrictions, and the client can then make 
queries and requests directly to servers, again without any authentication or access verification 
(Page 21, lines 20-25 and Page 22, line 1). However, there exists no claim language in the claims 
that suggest types of restrictions on the names of classes needed for an application, nor does 
there exist language to suggest making requests to servers with authentication or access 
verification. The present invention merely teaches a token connecting to a data processing 
device, which equates to Fowlow connecting a client to a class server. 

The arguments with regard to DiGiorgio are moot due to withdrawing of DiGiorgio as a 
reference in the rejections of Claims 17 and 31. Claims 17 and 31 are now solely anticipated by 
the Fowlow reference. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenneth A Gross whose telephone number is (703) 305-0542. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q Dam can be reached on (703) 305-4552. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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